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for such n course, except a desiret.olfollowing notice fjssued by the

have anything but a fair election,
by permitting the registrars to ex-
ercise arbitrarily the power placed
in their hands.

To ilurn attention from their vil-
lninous schemes, n host of “detect-
ives” was named, aud cbarged to be
in the employ of the People’s Party,
when that party linew absolutely
notliing of such persons. This was
done to assail the character of 0 fow
who had been successful in un-
snrthing ““Libernl® frauds; and as
another step in its infamy, alleged
‘‘telegranms’’> were posted as being
sent by W. A. Pinkerton, from ¢hl-
capo, defaming the character of cer-
taln porsons. ['hese telegrams have
been shown to be forgeries, by the
testimony of Mr. Pinkerton himself.

These are a few of the conditions

which have been de\'eloﬁd in con-
pection with the *‘Liberal?? plot
openly declaired in the party’s
organ. It is with the vgters
of =alt Lake to say whether
or oot this plot shall succeed.

We have no hesitancy in saying
that every bhonest and intelligent
‘voter will place himself on record
ugainst the outrage.

To every legal voter in this city
we Bay: 1t is your duty nsn eitizen
and a defender of your couniry to
go to the polls on Feb. 10th, and de-
posit your ballot for the men of
your choice. This isn time when
every man should be found at his
post of duty. Be at the polling
places early, and vote for the men
who will give the city good govern-
ment. These men are those whose
‘names are on the People’s Ticket.

Quite a pumber of residents of
thevity hlave been awny on business
that rendered it necessary for them
to leave town just ot tﬁls BEAFOND.
But every one of them who has the
interests of the commuunity at henrt,
and who I8 not absclutely prevented
getting lhere, has turped his face
homeward to meetthe great peril
that is facing the psople. ™ Our dele-
gate in Congress is one among this
number. He wnm expected Inet
evenirg, but failed to arrive. The
following dispatch shows the cause
of his detention, but gives assurance
of his vote for the right on Monday-

Un~ion Derot, Conncil Blufly,
by Iown, Febroary 7. 1800.
Hon. Franklin 8. Richards:

I leave for Salt Lake by the fast
mall tonight, Had intended to wit-
ness the close of the campaign on Sat-
urday night, but was detained by a
washout east of Chicago. God willing,
I will be there on Monday to cast my
ballot for the People’s candidates.

Joun T. Carwg.

Mr. Caine is only one amoog
theusands of gur citizens who will
be found on hand at the polls, vot-
ing for the same candidates. The
People’s Party know that a fair elec-
tlon menns certain victory for them.
They want only honest votes, They
do not oeed nor wili they geotany

others. It ls therecord of the party
that, while sO0me honest
votes are cast against them
all dishonest ballote are also

found on the pide of the opposition.
But this latter class would do well
to have a care on Monday. There
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People’s comMmittee:
ILLEGAL VOTERS BEWARE [

Take due notice ! Under the laws of
congress and of Utah Territory, any

eraon who votes at an election withont

aving provionsly taken the registra-
tion oath, or who subscribes to that
oath, and was not n rosident of this
Territory  six months and of
the [precinct one month re-
vious to the day of his registration,
18 guilty of a felony, and is liable to a
fine of $1000 and imprisonment in the
penitentiary for two lyenrs, for illegal
registration and for illegal voting; and
also to a further penalty of lem years
imprisonment for perjury.

his is to warn all persons who

altempt to voto illerlly on Monday.
Feb. 10, 1880, that they will be prosec-
cuted to the full extent of the crimimal
law.

The “six million dollar’’ sy ndicate
to protect these who might be caused
a fecling of uneasiness with the
foregoing notice will hardly find it
as [llleasant a procewding as they
might suppose. The People’s Parly
have nol, and do not now seck to

keep out legal voters. To them
they oftfer all protection with-
in their power. But the man
whose pame is illegally on

the registration list, and who casts a
ballot that he has no right to, 1s the
one who will be prosecuted. Legal
volers need no gyndicate fo defend
them,; and no syndicate is strong
enough o qive prolectivn” to tllegal
votcrs. The Intter class have reason
to fear.

THE REGISTRARS “DECIDE.”

Following is the decision of the
deputy registrars as to thuse who
have been polygamists, but are not
now:

Before the Board of Registrars of
Sait Lake Uity, Utah.

Ino the matter of the challenge of
D. Webb vs. B. Y, Hampton et
al,

These are cases In which the right
of defendants to remsain on the
registry list of Salt Lake City ls
challenged onthe ground that they
are polygamists. The evidence
shows that each of the¢ defendants
has, at suine period since the pass-
age of tbe anti-polygamy law of |
1862, entered into the relationship
of bigamy or polygam; .

Bection 1 of the acl of 1862 pro-
vides as follows: “Every person |
having a husband or wifeliving
who shall marry another person
* * ¥ shall bhe adjudged
guilty of bigamy,*? ete.

Man violutes the law, and the
law flxes his stalus. The act of the
todividual consists in the marrying,
the operation of the law in adjudg-
ing him & bigamist. It is true the
individual places himself by his
own act in nntagonism to the Inw,
but did the law not step inand fix
his status, no suci result would fol-
low. In other words, it is not the
Individual but the law that fixea his |
status.

Bection 8 of the Edmunds law
grovidvs: “Thut no polygamist,

ignmist or any person cohatftin%

with more than oue woman

is more than empty words in thelshall be entilled tv vote,”

Section 24of the Edmunds-Tucker
act provides as follows: **No person
who has been convicted of uany
crime under this act * * or who
shall be a polygamist, or whe shall
associnte or cobabit golygamously
with persons of the other sex, shall
be entitled to vote.”?

1n this section disfranchised per-
sone are classified. First—Those
who have becen convicted, ete.
Second—Those who are polygnm-
ists. Third—Those who assuciute or
cohabit polygamously with persons
of the other sex.

Now we thiuk that no one will for
an instant contend that a person
who has been convicted of the crimes
enumerated could, by any act on
his own part, restore his frauchise.
Not even a life of penitvnce and
disavown! of his crime could change
his condition. When he was con-
victed, the luw stepped in and dis-
frapchised him, nnd nething short
of the phrdoning hand of the Presi.
dent of the United States can restore
him to civil rights. 'This principle
is too well established to admit of
controversy .

Let us next consider the second
class, to wit, polygamists. The law
defines the term, and makes thoge
who commit the act guilty. This
class does not include those who have
been tried and convicted, but mere,
those who hive committed the act
only. When the individual hgas
done the act, the law snys he is g
polygamist. In what respect does
the second cluss differ from the first,
other than that of intensity? 'The
status in both eases 18 fixed by one
and the same Iaw. If, therefore, the
act of disavowal will change the
status in one case, why oot In the
other. If the proposition that once
a convict Alwaysa convict until par-
doned, te true, then why net
the same rule in polygamy? 1Ip
one cuse the nct leads to the dig-
franchisement, in the other the cop-
viction. In the Ramsey case, the
Supreme Court of the United Blates
say that a polygamist or bigamist
‘““can only cease to be such wheu he
has finally and fully dissolved, in
some effective manner, which they
were uot called on to point out, such
relationship.??

We lhave been unable to fing
any decision which polnts out “‘that
effective manner,’’ and are of the
opinion that the point under counsid-
erntion has never been miljudicated.
The stutute has prescribed a way by
which the status of a polygamist
may be changed, that of amnesty by
the Presldent (Sec. 7, Edmunds
Law]), which in our opinion is the
only maouer in which it can be
done. In the language of Chief
Justice Zane, ““Apipesty is the re-
misslon of the conswgueuces of a
crime, nod may be after as before
there is a convictlon.’” Bennett
decision.

Disfranchisement is the conse-
quence of the crime of polygamy,
and without amnesty the disability
remains. The erime of polygamy
is conpummated and, in fact, wholly
included In the act of marrying,
having n wife Hving and undivor-
e, he after act of living with or
separate from his wives does not in



